2۵۵۵ 


IMT Nuremberg Archives 


H — 947 


International Court of Justice 





0۷ 


Con, - 0002 


Take l-Pg. 1. 
Meehan 
11 June, 1946, 


OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE DEFENSE 
OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION 
APPOINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 4 OF THE ORDER OF THE 
TRIBUNAL DATED 13 MARCH 1946. 


11 June 1946, 


COMMISSIONERS: 


Colonel A. M, S, Neave 
M. Martin Havard 


THE GESTAPO 


(THE COMMISSION CONVENED AT 1000 HOURS.) 


WALTER ALBATH, a witness, took the stand and testified 
as follows: 

COLONEL NEAVE: The witness may sit down. Wou understand 
that you are still under oath. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, 

COLONEL NEAVE; Before we have the examination of this 


witness continued, I would like to make an announcement regarding the 


witness that will follow. We will hesr the SS witnesses mentioned on 


the list in the following order: Heinz Joachim Graf, Felix Schieblich, 
Kerl Ullrich, Dr. Eberhard von Thadden and Marquardt. 

DR. MERKEL; If possible, I would appreciate it if we could 
have the transcripts a little earlier than we have in the past. The last 
one we received was of the 27th of May. 


COLONEL NEAVE; De you know which witness that was? 
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DR. MERKEL: I believe the last one was cross examination of 
the Witness Joel, 

COLONEL NEAVE: I will see if this can be expedited. 
BY DR. WEISGERBER; 

Q Yesterday, we stopped our examination at the point of the co- 
ordinating decree. You safid by reason of this coordinating decree 
members of the Gestapo in particular received an SS rank. How did this 
uniform look? 

A The uniform was the SS field grade uniform with the corresponding 
SS insignia on the shoulder, On the left arm, the SD insignia was affixed. 

Q Were all the people, who wore the uniform with the SD insignia 
on their sleeve, members of the Gestapo? 

A This was by no means the case. These people could also have 
been either members of the SD, the Gestapo or of the Criminal Police, 

Q Therefore, an outsider could not distinguish as to whether a 
person who wore the uniform with the SD insignia thereon was a member 
of the Gestapo, the SD or the Criminal Police? 

A No. 

Q One of the tasks of the inspectors who testified yesterday said 
that one of the tasks of the Gestapo was the supervision of those subordinate 
to him. Is that correct? 

A No, He was supervised by the Criminal Police and the SD office, 

Q Among other things one of their tasks was to see to it that the 
members of the Gestapo carried out no illegal activities. 


A It was my task to see to it thet the measures ordered by the Reichs 


A 
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Security Main Office were carried out in general, without my interfering 
in details that did not concern me. 

Q If any officer actéü against or contrary to any measures that had 
been issued, was he placed wfore » court or was any action taken against 
him? 

A Yes, action was taken against him by the SD police suthorities, 

Q Do you know of any sentences that had been placed on members of 
offices subordinate to you? 

A Yes, in 1935, four members of the executive division of the Gestapo 
Police office in Berlin were sentenced to long terms of imprisonment, In 
1936, State Official V. Steinmeister was sentenced to seven years penal 
service for bribery. He was of the same office. In 1940, Pust was alse 
sentenced to a long term of impr&sonment and in the same year a man called 
Friedrich was sentenced to an imprisonment term for disobedience and fraud. 

COLONEL NAVE; I think that this description of the disciplinary 
action taken against the members of the organization must like all the 
other organizations we are et hee relate to Article 6 of the Char gee 
Whether or not a man was arrested for fraud in the organization does not 
seem to be relevant E. this at all, 

DR. WEISGERBER; If I ہس می‎ your question cerrectly, you 
mean my questions are not relevant because the descriptive action the 


witness has set forth does not follew under Article 6? 


e 17 CY 


COLONEL NEAVE; Isat that you should tell me £f they do, 


DR. WEISGERBER; I think that I should be allowed to show 
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that action was always taken when officers in these offices carried 
on illegal activities,if it was shown that they had, they were punished. 


COLONEL NEAVE : I say that these ques tions should relate te Cr’ 


T [^A 0 LAN T. yc. ^ 
Article 6 fie ted to abe or manner. M" internal disciplincd, 


Å 

DR. WEISGERBER; Whether the activities of any organization 
were criminal or not is a conclusion to be drawn from the testimony 
given here and the proof given here, therefore, I believe that the defense 
must be allewed to submit proof of any me taken for activities as de- 
fine in PE hit 6-or یم ہس‎ under ‘ee ون‎ 


COLONEAL NEAVE; If you parin on thoee lines, you may go on, 
47 


J 
but they must confine’ to the provisions 7 M 6. I am not stopping 


your examination, providing the questions do xmkextx relate to those crimes, 
BY DR. WEISGERBER: 

Q Ie it trae that a number of Gestapo members asked to be employed 
in offices outside of the Gestapo office? 

A Yes. 

Q Can you give any reasons for these applications or can you say 
why the Gestapo officers wanted to leave the Gestapo. Was it because they 
thought that they had seen criminal activities within the organization? 

A They did not want to leave the Civil Service, they only wanted te 
transfer to another office. Not because the activities of the Gestapo 
might have been criminal, but because there were personal reasons that 
enduced them te do se. For example, some men did not like the frequent 


transfers that took place within the Gestapo, another man who might have 
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been strongly religious, did not like the religious policy of the Gestapo 
and other people did not want to have the untrained personnel of the SD 


give them any orders or who considered themselves as competent for another 
office and hoped for better salaries and positions in a different state 
employment, 

Q How were such applicetions handled and passed upon? 

A As it was not within the scope of my authority to pass upon these 
applications, I passed them on to the RSHA and as far as I know all such 
applications were rejected. During the war, I did not pass on any such 
applic-tions at all but told the applicant of the uselessness of this ap- 
plication. 

Q The prosecution has accused the Gestapo of making use of the pose 
sibility of taking people into protective custody on a very wide scale in 
order to carry out its illegel objectives. What do you know about placing 
people under protective custody by the Gestapo Pofice Offices? 

A These arrests were taken by reason of an order of February 28, 1933, 
they were on a legal basis. As far as I know political custody was alse 
known in other European countries. The state police offices were not 
authorized to carry out protective custody measures independantly. This 
was the work of the RSHA. The Gestapo offices could only make a temperary 
arrest, 

Q How were the instructions for such protective custedy measures 
issued? Did the Gestapo office take action of its own accord, or were 
the arrests made by reason of reports of a third party? 


A The reports and denouncements on which these arrests were based 


T 
A 
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came for one part from the population, others from the police office and 
the state offices or party offices and alse from the SD, 

Q Did the Gestapo have an intelligence service of its own? 

A I have to make a distinction between the intelligence service of 
the SD and that of the Gestapo. In the different branches of organization, 
the Gestapo had the so-called Dienstanfsichtsbeschwerde or confidence men 
or agents, On the other had the SD had a very wide spread corps of such 
confidence men that extended inte the population itself, These people were 
alse placed in the different offices of authority because the SD had to see 
to getting information concerning all spheres of life, 

Q Were any protective custody orders issued against Jews without any 
apparent reason, Please distinguish between the two periods from 1933 to 
1941 on the one hand and after 1941 on the other hand. 

A Until the middle of 1941, no protective custody warrants were issued 
against Jews without any reason. Protective custody warrents were issudd 
against Jews if they trespassed on the orders and regulations issued cone 
cerning them. After the middle of 1941 protective custody warrants were 
issued against Jews by reason of the orders of RSHA in their entirety, 

Q Were any orders issued to you, or to your subordinate offices, by 
tbe RSHA or Amt. 4 concerning the extermination of Jews? 

A No, 

Q Did the protective custody procedure preclude the posebbility of 
& post examination! 


A Yes, 
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Q Hew? 
Dienstanfsichtsbeschwerde 

A By means of making use of the Hxttpxiafungexexfahxenx (official 

supervision complaint.) There wes no legal measures that might be com- 
Dienstanfsichtsbeschwerde 

pared to the Emf£»srkzfuxxxxmxfxkxmx, for example, those bound to no definite 
time or form, the complaint had to be handed on to the office that was 
mentioned in the complaint. 

Q Did any such complaints ever have any euccess? 

A Yee. Distinction hae to be made between three kinds of complaints, 
If the person concerned had only been arrested temporarily and if the com- 
plaint was addressed to the chief of the office, he himself could pess on 
1t and make a decision.By reason of such complaints, I, personaly, had 
several persons released, particularly if the thing of which the person 
had been accused was not true, The second includes those complaints that 
were directed to the RSHA and where the person concerned had only been 
arrested temporarily and in such cases the RSHA passed the decision, The 
third case was if the RSHA had already ordered protective custedy and then 
the complaint was passed on to the RSHA. The RSHA also released persons 
by reasons of such complaints being sent to them and in this connection, 
I would like to mention the Haftpriefungsverfahren and the arrest examination 
procedure, the examining of arrest measures. According to a decree, the 
offices had to check every three months on whether the protective custody 
arrests of certain people was still necessary and was to be continued, 
If the persons concerned were in & concentration camp, the commancant of 


the camp was asked to send a report on behelf of the person concerned 


and also a report on the behaviour of the inmate. A report was sent to the 


F 
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RSHA and they decided as to whether the arrest was to continue or not, 
Unfortunately very often the RSHA did not accede to the proposals made 
by the Gestapo concerning the release of certain prisoners and the reasons 


as to why this was done was not known to our offices, 


COLONEL NEAVE: Dees what the witness is now describing relate 


to the system of the whole of Germany or only to the whokonof=-Chapter-6? 
DR. WEISGERBER; The system was similar and almost the same in 
the whole of Germany. 
COLONEL NEAXE: Alright, go on. 
BY DR. WEISGERBER; 

A Toward the close of the war, the RSHA restricted ite checking on 
protective custody arrests end towerd the end stopped it all together. 

Q In the Prussian Order, issued February 10, 1936, Document known 
as 2108 PS, it says, "The Gestapo Administers the State Concentration 
Camps." What can you say about that? 

A I did not hear of this order until the time of my arrest. This 
order was never put into effect. May I add something relative to the 
political custody procedure? The Gestapo offices were obligated te care 
for the families of any persons under protective arreat insofar as their 
names had to be added on the NS Welfare organization. In case the arrested 
man was the owner of a business, a trusteeship had to be appointed so that 
the means and powers of income were reteined, This had to be ordered in 
decrees issued by the RSHA. 

Q As you were employed in several Gestapo offices, do you know that 


if within the jurisdiction of your staff offices there was a concentration A 
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camp? 

A No. 

Q I must assume thought that your protective custody consultants 
knew of the conditions in the concentration camps as depicted by the 
prosecution? 

A It is correct that sometimes concentration camp inmates had to 
report to our office after their release from concentration camps and 
1t is certain that the officers asked them concerning coditime there, 
The inmates pointed out to them that upom their release they were bound 
to secrecy, As far as I know, the inmates who reported to my officers 
did not give any impression of being run down, so from such a view my 
efficers might have concluded that atrocities and cruelities did not 
occur, 

Q Do you know of the Kugel Erlass or the Decree bullet? 

A I know the order as to its contents, I don't remember whether I 
read it myself or not, but I hesrd of it in some way or other, 

Q How as the decree bullet enforced in your area, 

A As far as I know, not very successfully, for in such cases the 
Criminal Police Office of the Gestapo office would have to report to me, but 
this did not occur, 

Q I am having this Document submitted to you. It ie Document 1650 
PS. I want to submit this decree to the witness in order to find out if he 
had ever seen it before, You maintain that this decree bullet was never 


enforced within the scope of your jurisdiction? 
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A No, I cannot say that much. I can only say that no reports were 
sent to me by my officers concerning the success of this decree and if this 
decree had had any particular success, my officers and offices would have 
had to report to me about this. 

Q How can you or how do you explain the term "Kugel" in the decree? 

A The RSHA used to use very peculäar terms merely as a code name. I 
aid not bother myself particularly about the term "Kugel" in this decree, 

Q Do you know of the Kommande decree? 

Yes, 


Please turn to No. 69 in the Document book, Document 553 PS. 


à 
۹ 
A Yes, I have it. 
Q 


Look at this decree briefly anà tell us whether you know this 
decree or not, 

A I know its contents, I believe I bard of it on the radio, I don't 
believe that the Gestapo or myself ever received it in this form. 

Q Hew was this Kommando Decree enforced in your area? 

A It was not enforced at all, because we did not take any such 
prisoners in our district and such troops were not handed over to us by 
the army. 

Q I have three more questions, then will conclude, 

Is it true that political officers reproached the Gestapo officers 
for being too bureaucratic, too lame and that they were no good? 

A Yes, this was frequently the case. The Gestapo was very often 
reproached in this fashion by Gauleiters, Kreisleiters, police leaders of 


the SS and by the SD, 
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Q Did any of your officers and employees hand in any compleints con- 
cerning the fact that they were being asked to carry out illegal activities? 

A There were sometimes compleints by my employees concerning the se- 
called big boss system within our office and also in the opinion of the employees 
and the officers. As far as I know these complaints were within the area. 

Of course, in this connection, I heve to point out that by reason of their 
work the officers noticed very many mal-conditions within the party and I, 
myself, was very often put out about this, Although complaints were sent to the 
RSHA in Berlin, no action was taken. 

Q In conclusion, might I summer&ze your testimony this way: that member- 
ship in the Gestapo was neither in general voluntary nor their activities in 
general - criminel, 

MR. MONNERAY: I object to this question, as I think this is to be 
settled by the Tribunal and not by the witness, 

COLONEL NEAVE; The witness cannot judge whether the activities are 
criminel. 

DR. WEISGERBER: I meant to confine myself to the members of the 
Gestapo office subordinate to the witness, 

COLONEL NEAVE: Please repeat the question, 

DR. WEISGERBER: The question, as I sunmeri zed the testirony, was 
night I say that the members of the Gestapo in the office subordinate to you 
were in general not voluntary employees and civil servants? 

THE WITNESS; Yes, I wanted to say that one could not speak of a 
general voluntary membership in the Gestapo, 


DR. WEISGERBER; You further wanted to say that the activities of the 
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officers and empleyees subordinate to you were by no means criminal 
activities? 

MR, MONNESEY: I believe that the question could be framed 
so that the witness could say he did not believe his activities or the 
activities of the offices under him were criminal, 

DR, WEISGERBER: You mean to say that the tasks and activities 
of the employees and officers in the offices subordinate te you were 
entirely free and could not be considered as criminal? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, 


DR. WEISGERBER: Ne further questions, 


(THE COMMISSION RECESSED FOR TEN MINUTES, ) 
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CROSS-EXAMINATION 


BY MAJOR MURRAY: 

Q As I understand it, it was your duty to see that the Decrees of the 
Reich Security Main Office were carried out in the area of which you were 
the Inspector. Is that correct? 

I personally only had to see to matters concerned with organization. 
Solving the other tasks and duties was the work of the different offices, 


^ 
1 


But you were Inspector and it was your duty to see that the officers 
under you Were carrying out the Decrees of the Reich 

isn't that right? 

that is true. I had a general official scope of jurisdiction to 


Ra 


see to it that the Decrees or Orders of the RSHA were carried out. 

Q It was your duty, therefore, to see that the Gestapo in your area 
carried out the investigations of the Prisoner of War Camps to determine 
which prisoners of war were not racially or politically acceptable and to 
be executed, isn't that correct? 

\s far as I know there were no such departments or commissions in the 
Prisoner of War Camps within my jurisdiction. As far as T know this was true 
only of the Prisoner of War Camps in the East. 

Q There were Prisoner of War Camps in your District were there not? 
Yes. 
And that order, with which you are familiar, applied to all Prisorer 
of War Camps, did it not? 

A I did not receive this order nor did I have to enforce it. The only 
thing I had to do when I was still in Koenigsburg was to send one of my 


officials to Berlin to a conference concerning this cuestion. 


You did know about the Order then, didn't you? 
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A No, I didn't know of it in detail. I was only told to send one of 
my officials to Berlin. What happened in Berlin and what instructions were 
given there, I do not know, This took place in the Summer or autumn of 1941. 
Q You know of course, do you not, that that was a General Order, dated 
17 July 19,1, and went to all Gestapo Headquarters, of which you were ore; 
A I can only repeat what I said just now. I know no definite details 
concerning the carrying out of this Order. 
© But that was an important Order wasn't it? 
Yes. 
And you, as Inspector, would certainly know about all the important 
wouldn't you? 
I was not Inspector at that time. At Koenigsberg I was Chief of the 
Office and when I arrived at Disseldorf there was no such Order there, 
Where were you in November 1938? 
I was in Coblenz at that time, 
You were Chief of the Gestapo in Coblenz at that time, weren't you? 
I was the Deputy of the Chief of the Ce stapo Office at Coblenz, 
I understood you to tell us this morning that no Jews were taken into 
until 1941 except for good reasons, is that correct? 


Yes. 


After 1941 you took Jews into custody without any reason whasoever, 


x tre? 
An Order was issued by the RSHA that certain Jews belonging to 
certain categories were to be collected and transported to a certain destination. 


Q You were in Coblenz at the time of the Jewish Pogrom in November 1938, 


right? A 
Fi 
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A No. On the 2nd of November I married and was on leave of 


absence for a long time. 


Q How long was that leave of absence? 


A 


A About three weeks. 


Q In any event you knew that the Gestapo in Coblenz received orders 
to organize that Pogrom, did you not? 

A No. I went on leave a few days before my marriage and at that 
time there was no such order in my office, 

Q You know it now, don't you? 


A 


A Yes, 

Q You know, don't you, that that order from Yueller stated that 20,000 
to 30,000 Jews were to be seized and that they were particularly to be wealthy 
Jews. Is that ma what you considered a good reason for arresting Jews? 

A I can't say anything about this because after my leave had expired 
I was sent to Elbing as Chief of Office and no arrests of Jews had taken 
place in Elbing. 

Q "here were concentration Camps in your area, were there not? 
A No. 
© Not any in that entire Area? 

A Not in Wehrkreis 6, 

Q In your position with the SD, the Criminal Police and the Gestapo 
you were familiar with the activities of the Einsatzgruppen in the Eastern 
Occupied Territories, were you not? 

A Not at all. I had no connection with these Einsatzgruppen except 
that certain members of my staff had been commandeered to be members of 


Einsatzgruppen. 





COM, 


Lesser 


11 June, -0017 


So that you knew that the Einsatzgruppen existed? 
A Yes, 
Q When did you first learn of them - about 1941 was it? 
A Yes, I knew that such Einsatzgruppen existed when I left Koenigsberg 
and from Düsseldorf afterwards also officials had been commandeered to 


Einsatzgruppen., 


did 
Q So that you knew from 1941 on that these Einsatzgruppen/existe 


^ 


A Yes. 

Q And all of the other persons in the Cestapo knew about the existence 
of these Einsatzgruppen, did they not? 

A The majority did, yes. 

Q The majority did. And you still continued to stay in the Gestapo 
and not object to the activities of these Groups? 

A I had no possibility of leaving the Gestapo and furthermore I did 
not know what activities the Einsatzgruppen carried out. 

MAJOR MURRAY: I have no further cuestions, 

BY M, MONNERAY: 

Qe I have a few questions; first, about the Concentration Camps in 


Wehrkreis 6. Were you in Düsseldorf in 19447 


Q And you were Inspector of the Sipo and SD in Dwsseldorf? 

A Yes, 

Q You maintain that you had no camps at all with foreign workers, no 
camps with internees, in your Area? 

A I only knew of the instance of such foreign Labor camps with con- 
centration camp inmates to the extent that there was a liaison officer who 


/ d 
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recruited manpower (workmen) for the industrial firms. 
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Q Did you in your Area have any Arbeitslager (Work Cams?) 

A Yes, tw. 

Q And did you know where the internees of those Work Camps came from? 

A Yes, They were work shirkers who had been arrested by the Criminal 
Police and State Police and had been entered into such a Cam for a period 
of 52 days, 

Q Were there also internees from concentration camps detached into 
the Work Camps in your area? 

A No. 

Q Do you know that you are testifying under oath? 

A Yes. As far as I know in the labor training camps in Essen-Mühlheim 
there were no concentration camp inmates, The Gestapo offices under whose 
jurisdiction the se camps were ought to be able to give more definite information. 

Q Do you remember that you requested reports from your different Gestapo 
Service Offices about the security measures to be taken against the internees 
of Work camps who came from the different concentration camps, such as 
Buchenwald? 

A As far as I know I have to repeat again that no concentration camp 
inmates were detached into labor training camps. 

Q Do you remember a Work Camp at Essen Schwarzepoth 13? 

A It is not known to me. 

O May I show you a letter sent by the Gestapo Office at Düsseldorf 
13 July 1944, to the Inspector of the Sipo and the SD in Düsseldorf - you 
were the Inspector at that time - and in this letter is is said "According 
to the mission we received the checking up of the different work camps 
and the concentration camps in our area has been carried out" and after that 


the letter mentions the Work Camp at Essen-Schwarzepoth 13 which is an 


|y 
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intermediate camp of the concentration camp of Buchenwald, with 150 internees 


(90 Russians, 40 Poles, a few Frenchmen, Dutch, and so on.) This is 


document 1063-PS and I will show you this letter so that you can read the 
text, 

(The document was handed to the witness, who read the letter.) 
Do you now remember this letter? 

A Yes, 

Q Are you always telling the truth to the same extent as you did just 
now when you are under oath? 

A Yes. I did not tell an untruth. I only said that in my area there 
were no concentration camps, These cams were labor camps which in detail 
were subordinate to Higher SS Offices. May I add something? This letter 
bears the following background..... 

Q I did not ask you about the background of this letter, I just 
wanted to check on the credibility of your testimony. You were aware of 
what was going on in the concentration camps, weren't you? 

A No. I only learned of what went on there to the extent that I 
did fron the film that we saw in this building. 

O You told us that the Gestapo had nothing to do with the 
administration of concentration camps, didn't you? 

| Yes, 

© But your offices knew when they arrested people that those people 
had to be sent to concentration camps, didn't they? 

A Yes, if RSHA had given a corresponding order. 

Q Had the Gestapo offices on their own authority the administration 
of work camps? 


A Yes, labor training camps. 
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Q For how long could people be put into those Fducational Work Camps? 
The regulation was that they should be sent into the se camps for 
56 days because they had shirked work. 
L And after that? 
They were released unless RSHA ordered concentration camp internment 


for a certain individual or individuals so that they had to be transferred 


to a:concentration camp. 
© Didn't you receive an order from the RSHA asking you to send into 


the concentration camps all those workers who were in the Educational 


Labor Camps? 


A Yes. One day an order was issued saying that concentration camps 


were to be replenished for armament work purposes and that the Labor 


Education Camps had to transfer their inmtes to concentration camps for 


this reason. 
Do you remember the date of this order? 


A I believe the date was 1943, 


Could it be also 1942? Would you accept that date if I showed you 


the order? 


A I do not know exactly. 


e 


How long were the Educational Work Camps in operation? ` Until the end‘ 


A Until Germany's collapse, 


And the order asking you to make selection among the internees of the 


Educational Work Camps was also in operation until the end of the war, 


wasn't it? 


Do you mean that no more inmates were to be released from the 


A 
Educ ational Labor Camps? 


à Yes. 
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A No, that was not the case. This was true for the following reasom 
That the very large numbers of people arrested for shirking work necessitated 
thete being constant releases of these people; otherwise there would not 
have been sufficient room for them in the camps. 

Q When you say that you made no selection afterwards in the work camps 
for concentration camps that means after 19,2? 

Not that I know of but beginning with 1943 T was no longer head of 
the Gestapo Office. I became an Inspector and therefore was not informed 
as to these details. 

Q But wasn't it just the purpose of this order of 1942 to make tne 
selection between the different workers to be sent to the concentration 
camps to give as many as possible workers to the Gemen War Industry? 

4 As far as I know this action was a one-time action only, in order 
to fill up concentration camps, and I don't believe that this measure was 
repeated afterwards. 

Q Did you receive an order of the RSHA ordering that no judicial 
trial would any longer be held against Poles, Jews and gypsies? 

A Yes. 

Q Did you consider this order as a legal order, within the scope of 
the German Law? 

A Yes, because the Minister of Justice said to the Chiefs of the 
Security Police and SD that these trials that had formerly been held before 
German Courts would now be held by the Police Authorities. 

Q And how did the Police Authorities hold these trials? 


A If the conditions of the Decree were fulfilled concerning a certain 


case, then the RSHA was informed and the RSHA passed its decision on the 


case, 
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Q Your offices did not make any decision directly? 

A Not as far asI know, Yes, towards the end of the war they were 
authorized to make decisions independently, where Poles and East workers 
were concerned. 

Q As a matter of fact, what was the decision? 

A The persons concerned were hanged when the conditions were fulfilled, 
or they were transferred to a concentration camp, That is as far as I 
remember the Decree, 

Q Was there any trial before? 

A The accused person had to be interrogated beforehand in detail, 
witnesses that he mentioned had to be interrogated, all other conditions 
of a pure criminal nature had to be fulfilled, so that the person concerned 
could be considered as having been convicted (found guilty) of his crime. 

Q Did your investigation take into account the personal mtives of the 
defendant? 

A I do not know what you mean by "personal motives," 

Q If he had personal criminal intention, for instance, or whether 
there were any mitigating circumstances? 


A Yes, that had to be taken into consideration. 


Q Just to show you how correct your testimony is, I will read you 


just a part of the Document L-316, USA Exhibit 346: "In adjudicating a 


punishable offence committed by a Pole the same views therefore still 

obtain in principle as hold good in adjudicating a German, That is, the 
judge takes the person of the offender as his starting point and tries by 

a thorough valuation of the offender's personal motives to find an expiation 
for the deed in accordance with the interests of the peoples! community, 


Such considerations Which may be right for adjudicating a punishable offence 
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committed by a German, are, however, wrong for adjudicating a punishable 
offence committed by a person of alien race. In case of a punishable 

offence committed by a person of alien race, the personal motives activating 
the offender must be completely eliminated. ‘The only standard may be that 
the German Civil Order is endangered by his action and that consequently 
pode preventive measures must be taken to prevent the recurrence of such 
acts," 


Yould you like to have a look at this Document. 


(The witness examines the document.) 


A I know this document. I should like to Say concerning this that 
in practice the enforcement of this Decree was not possible as provided in 
„the Decree. May I give you an example? 


0 I do not think that is necessary, You told us that as to arrests 
of Jews it was not necessary to have a special order coming from the RSHA 
after a certain date, isn't that so? 

1 Yes but this was not an individual order. It was a so-called 
collective order stating that all Jews of a certain age group were to be 


arrested and transforted to certain places, 

© Could you tell me whether there were other groups it was possible 
to arrest without individual authority coming from the RSHA, 

A I am sorry, I do not think I quite understood the que st ion, 

Q Apart from the Jews, which other groups of people could be arrested 
en bloc without special authority coming from the RSHA? 

A The order was that people living in mixed marriages, that is an 
Aryan married to a Jew, and so on... 


Q I leave now the question of Jews. I mean were there any other 


groups outside of the Jewish groups? 
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A Yes, I don't cuite remember the date, it must have been 1943 or 
1944, a collective order was issued saying that social democratfactionaries 
and other persons endangering the security of the State and those known to 
be political enemies of the State were to be arrested, 

Q So the offices of the Police could arrest everybody they considered 
as being dangerou s to the State? 

A د۸‎ far as they were included in the groups that I have just 
mentioned, yes, and as far as they were considered dangerous for the 
security of the State. 

Q Who qualified the dangerous character of sanebody? 

A, The Police Offices had known for some time who these people were and 
in most cases files concerning these people were in the Police Offices. 

Q You did say yesterday your mission, your task, as an Inspector of 

SIPO and SD consisted in coordinating the different branches of SIPO 

SD, didn't you? 

A Yes. 

Q Practically, how did you coordinate the offices of the Gestapo and 

SD. 


A That was difficult. For one reason because the Gestapo was a 


Civil Service Organization and the SD was a Party Organization. If 


difficulties arose concerning the cooperation of these two offices I first 
suggested to the Chiefs of these offices that they discuss their problems 
and to try to get rid of their difficulties, If this wes not possible I 
told them to refer first to me, not to report immediately to the RSHA 
because if they had done so the impression would be brought about that 


they were working against each other and not cooperating. 
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Q Could you tell us how the SIPO and SD ought to have cooperated 


one with the "a? 


COLONEL NEAVE: Mr. Monneray, what do you mean “ought to have 
cooperated?" 

M. MONNERAY: According to the general plan of the 7۴ 

COLONEL NEAVE: Did he deal with this in direct examination - 
I mean the organization side? 

M. MONNERAY: The witness told us that he was inspector of SIPO 
and SD and that his mission consisted in coordinating both organizations 
so I think it would be interesting to know according to which directive 
he had coordinated both organizations. 

COLONEL NEAVE: ۸11 right. 

BY M. MONNERAY: 

A According to Heydrich, who was the founder df the SD, he said that 
the SD was supposed to be the General Staff and that the Gestapo was to be 
considered the fighting troops. If reports and announcements were handed 
from the SD to the Gestapo Offices these reports were at first not very 
authoritative and this of course could be explained by the fact that in the 
SD were no trained criminal investigators and if the Cestapo could not take 
any action because these reports were not authoritative, the SD was put 
out about this and thought that the Gestapo did not want to take any action. 
On the other hand the Gestapo was annoyed because the SD passed judgment on 
Gestapo officials who had been trained, while the SD officials had not been 
trained in Police matters. Of course there were also offices where the co- 
operation was a very agreeable one, 

Q Were any members of the SD at the same time members of the Gestapo? 


A The expression "member" is not quite correct. Some of them had been 
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commandeered to the Gestapo offices on special fields, for example Church 
and State matters. 

Q But how could the SD members make reports on the general attitude 
of your officials? 

A I don't know whether this was carried out until the very end but for 
quite a time one of the missions of the SD was to pass judgment on the 
political attitude and behavior of Gestapo officials. I know that reports 
were sent to Berlin concerning myself and my officials. 

O Did you receive the reports of the SD? 

A No. 

Q I do not mean about personal matters but concerning general police 
matters? 

A Yes, in the majority of cases the SD sent the reports, which were 
also sent to the RSHA, to me, but it was left to the discretion of the SD 
officials to send reports direct to Berlin without sending them to me in 
many cases. 

Q Do you know whether the same coordination that existed on your 
existed also in Berlin between the SIPO and SD? 

A I know very little about this. 

M. MONNERAY: I have no further questions, 
BY COLONEL SMIRNOV: 

Q If I understood you correctly, the Gestapo had nothing in common 
with the mal-conditions and the atrocities committed in the concentration 
camps? 

A No. 

Q Is that certain? 


A This is shown by the fact alone that no officials and employees of 
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the Gestapo were commandeered to concentration camps. I do know, however, 
that in some of the nearby Gestapo Offices, one or two officials were 


ordered to concentration camps as interrogation officers. 


ھ 


Did the Gestapo carry out any mass executions in the concentration 


camps? 


A I cannot say anything about this because this was not true of my 
district. 

© Do you know anything of Heydrich's Secret Orders No. 14 and No. 8, 

A I do not know them. Perhaps if you would show them to me, 

Q I believe that you know that within the RSHA the Gestapo was known 
as Amt 4, These documents were found in Kiev and this document has already 
been submitted by the Soviet Prosecution, USSR No. l4. Can you tell us 
whether this order was issued in Amt 4? (Document shown to witness.) 

A Yes, it has the file number of Amt A. 

Q And the First Consultant's Division is mentioned. I believe you 
remember what the First Consultant ts Division means? 

A I am sorry but I do not know the formation of the RSHA that exactly. 

" Will you please turn to the last page and look at the Distributor 


TAX 


which shows to which departments this order was to be sent: Einsatzgruppe 
and D, 


Ia and Ib, Sonderkommando of the Einsatzgruppe C/mebcEizeetéssteRI-ES etc. 
Would you please notice that this order was sent to a great many departments 
and do you say that the Gestapo had nothing in common with the execution of 
inmates of prisoner of war camps when this order was sent to all the Cestapo 
Offices and issued by those offices? 

DR. WEISGERBER: I should like to have the cuestion discussed as 
to whether witness is considered competent to testify concerning this 
question because he neither held an office in RSHA nor was he ever a member 


of an Einsatzgruppe nor was he ever in a prisoner of war camp, - /, 


۴ x 
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COLONEL NEAVE: I think attention has already been called to the 
fact that Amt 4 is on the distribution list of this document. 

TR. WEISGERBER: But the witness himself has never been a member 
of Amt. 4. 

COLONEL NEAVE: I think we will continue the cross-examination, 
BY COLONEL SMIRNOV: 

© Will you please look at another document which was also found at 
the same time, Einsetzbefehl 8, and turn to page 3. Mention is made here 
of who was in charge of the Einsatzkommandos in these different camps and 
who carried on the action between them, Do you know Kriminalrat Schiffer? 

A Only by hearsay. 

But he was a member of the Gestapo wasn't he? 

A The large number of members of the Gestapo did not make it possible 
for me to know everyone personally. 

Q Did you know Kriminalkommissar Raschwitz? 

A No. 

Q Will you please turn your attention to who received this Order No, 8? 
Among others this order was sent to the Chief of the Security Police and SD 
in Krakau, Königsberg, Tilsit, Allenstein and Stettin. Does not this prove 
that the Gestapo carried out all these mass executions? 

A I do not know to what extent this order was carried out. 

Q I should like to cite a paragraph from this document: "I shall try 
immediately to draw up a Commando headed by one SS Fuehrer and consisting 
of four to six other SS men for the Prisoner of War Camps in that district, 
In case additional members are needed to enforce these measures I have to 


be notified immediately. I should like to point out, however, in this 


connection, that other Gestapo Offices in the District are not manned to 


such an extent that further members can be given over for these purposes," 
23 


/ 
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I should like to read one more paragraph, on page 23 "Before carrying out 
any executions the heads of Einsatzkommandos are to report and confer with 
the Chiefs of Gestapo Offices in their District or with the Commandants 
of the camps concerned, The executions may not be carried on inside the 
camp nor in the immediate vicinity of the camp. They are not to be public 
and are to be carried out with as little ado as possible." 
COLONEL NEAVE: Do we have the number of that document? 
COLONEL SMIRNOV: This is one of a series of documents all found 
Kiev and they all have the same Exhibit number - USSR 14, 
Qe Doesn't this prove that the Gestapo was responsible for drawing 
these Einsatzkommandos and also for carrying out the mass executions? 
A Aecording to this decree the Gestapo undoubtedly had participated 
it but I do not know to what extent, 
COLONEL SMIRNOV: No further questions. 
REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
DR. WEISGERBER: 

Q If I understood one of the questions of Major Murray correctly, 
the cuestion ran as follows: "Did not the Gestapo organize the Jewish Pogrom 
of November 1938?" and as far as I remember the witness answered "Yes," 

I do not know whether the witness understood the question correctly or not 
and therefore I should like the witness to make another statement concerning 
this ouestion. 

A My answering "Yes" was a misunderstanding of the cuestion for I 
was on leave at that time and therefore could not know anything about it, 


Q Did you learn later that the Gestapo organized this Pogrom? 


A As far as I have heard, the source of this order lay within the 


Ministry of Popppaganda and the Party had a hand in it. 





E EU MAN 


ll June. 


Q Were any Einsatzgruppen used in the Polish Campaign of 1929, 
the French Campaign of 1940 and the Campaign of 1941? 

A Yes, I believe so. 

0 What was known of the activities of these Einsatzgruppe? 

A I can say very little about this. 

Q Had the activities of the Einsatzgruppe been learned of to this 
extent — that they were supposed to primarily terrorize and murder the 
civilian population? 

A No, I don't believe so. I believe the task of these groups was to 
secure the lines of communication. 

Q Were reports of the leaders of Einsatzgruppe in the East reported 
to Chiefs of Gestapo Offices inside Germany? 

A No, I did not see any such reports, 

Q Did you, as Inspector, regulate the employment of labor commandos 


from concentration camps? 


A No, as far as I know, the employment of these labor commando}s from 


the concentration camps was taken care of by the concentration camps them- 
selves but in a way they were under the jurisdiction of the Higher SS and 
Police Leaders. 

Q Were you, as Inspector of the Gestapo Offices, and also the Gestapo 
Offices, informed of the employment of labor commandos taken from concentration 
camp s^? 

A No, only once did we receive an order from the Higher SS and Police 
Leader to check the security measures within these labor training camps, 
concerning the possibilities of escape, together with the Ordinary Police. 

DR. WEISGERBER: No furthér questions. 


(A recess was taken until 1400 Hours. ) 
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How wore suoh applieations handled and passed upon? 


As it was not within the scope | of my authority to pa 


upon these applications, I passed them on to tho RSHA and as 


I know all such applica ‘tions were rejected. During the war, I did 


—— — سی‎ d — 


pass on any such anpiiestions at all but told the applicant of 
usclessness of this application. 

Q The prosccution has accused the Gestapo of making use of 
possibility of taking people into protective custody on a very 


cale in ordor to carry out its illegal objectives 


you know about placing people under protective custody by the 


an ordor of February 
28, 1935, they were 
custody was a; known in er European countries. The 
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933 to 1941 on the ono hand and aftcr 1941 on the 


other hand. 
1°41, no protective custody warrants 


4 


Until the middle oi 


Sued against Jews without any reason. Protective custody 
were issuod ag if they respassed on the orders 


and regulations issued concerning them. Aft he middle of 1941 
protective custody warrants were issucd agains ws by reason of 


of RSHA in their ontiroty. 
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Py means cf making use of the Yienstanfsichtsbeschwerde (cfficial 
supervisicn complaint.) ‘There was no lecal measures thot might be compared 
to the Dienstanfsichtsbeschwerde, for ex"mple, those bound to no definite 
time or form, the complaint had to be handed on to the office that was men- 
tioned in the complainte 


dr 
se id any such complaints ever have any success? 


Yes, Distinction has to be made between three kinds of complaints. 
M 
addressed to the chief of the office, he himself could pass on it and 
decision, By reason of such complaints, I, personally had several 
persons released, particularly if the thing of which the person had been 


٦ 


accused was not true. the second includes those complaints that were directed 


to the RSHA and where the person concerned hod mly been arrested temporarily 


and in such cases the RSHA passed the decision. The third case was if the 
RSHA had already ordered protective custody and then the c mplaint was 
on to the RSH The RSHA alsc released persons by reasons of such com 
being sent to them and in this connection, I would like to mention the 
Haftpriefunrsverfahren and the arrest ox mination procedure, the examining 
of arrest measures, According to a lecree, the offices had t check every 
three months on whether the protective cust dy arrests of certain people was 
still necessary and was to be continued. if the persons concerned were in 
a concentration camp, the commandant of the camp was asked to send 
on behalf of the person concerned and also 2 report on the behaviour of the 
innate. A report was sent to the RSHA and they decided as to whether the 
arrest was to continue or not, Unfortunately very often the RSHA did not A 
accece to the proposals made by the Gestapo concerning the release of 81 
prisoners and the reasons as to why this was done was not known to our offices. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Does what the witness is no deserihing relate tc 
the system of the whole of Gemeny or only to the \lehrkreis 6? 

DR. WEISGERBER: The system was similar and almost the sme in the 
whole of Germany, 

COLONEL NEAVE: All right, zo 

966 
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BY DR. WEISGERBER: 
A iloward the close of the war, the RSHA restricted its checking on 
protective custody arrests and towardthe end stopped it all together. 

In the Frussian Order, issued February 10, 1936, Document known 
as 2108 rS, it says, "The Gestapo administers the STate Concentration Camps." 
What can you say about that? 

I did not hear of this order until the time of my arrest, “his 


order was never put into effect, May I add something relative to the 


political custody procedure? The Gestapo offices were obligated to care for 


— کی 


the families of any persons under protective arrest insofar as their names 
a 


had to be added on the NS Welfare organization, In case the arrested man 

was the owner of a business, a trusteeship had to be appointed so that the 

means 2nd powers of income were retained. “his hd to be ordered in decrees 
ssuod by the RSH» 


AS you were employed in several Gestapo offices, do you know that 


— 


if within the jurisciction of your staff offices there was a concentration 


comp? EHER 


I must assume thought that your protective custody consultants 
knew of the conditions in the concentration camps as depicted by the prosecu- 
tion? 

It is correct that sometimes concentration oam: inmates had to 
report to our office after their release from concentration camps and it is 

ditions there, The 
inmates pointed out to them that upon their release they were bound t 
Secrecye aS far as I know, the inmates who reported to my officers did not 
any impression of being run down, so from such a view my officers micht 
c ncluced that atrocities and cruelties did not occur, 

Do you know of the Kugel Erlass cr the Decree bullet? 

w the order as to its contents, I con't remember whether I 
not, but I heard of it in some way or cther, 
the decree bullet enforced in your area? 


as l know, not very successfully, for in such cases the 
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Criminal Police Office or the @ estapo office would have to report to me, 


but this did not cceur. 


Le I am having this Document submitted to you. It is Document 1650 


FSe I want to submit this decree to the witness in order to find out if he 
had e ver seen it before, You maintain that this decree bullet was never 


enforced within the scope of your jurisdiction? 
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No, I cannot say that much. I can only say that no reports were 
me by my officers concerning the success of this decree and if this 
decres had had any particular success, my officers nnd offices would have had 
to report to me about this. 

How can you or how do you explain the term "Kugel" i | decree? 
RSHA used to use very peculiar terms merely as a code name. 
Nearer en 
ier myself particularly about thc term "Kugel" in this decree. 
٦ 


Do you know of the Kommando decree? 
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Q 


For how long could people bo put into those Educa 


The regulation was that they should be sent into 
days because they had shirked work, 


Q 4nd after 


A They wore 


ss RSHA ordered concentrati 


ion camp int rnmont 
idm 


so that they had to be transferred to 
oncentration canp, 


Didn't you receive an orc 


der from the RHA 


RSHA 


the concentration coups all thoso workers 


Yes, Onc day an order was issued saying 


o be replenished for armament work purposes 


Ei 


tranfer the 


TR ا و‎ 1 
de believe unc 943. 


Could it Would you accept 
the order? 


lenevr 


know exactly, 


And the or 


. A, ne = VE AN 
uno oracr MAKS SCLOCLLON a 


1 View ہے ہہ کہ ہے یم‎ db d um 
work Camps oration unti 


8 aes 
4 uio ona 


V e ER + 3 ETT S a EET : 1. ign ahs SPs ےا کی سے نیت و‎ 
A Jo you mean more inmates were to be roloasod from tho 
ait "n "^ Al مہ‎ 
SID Na. La bor uc mp 


t was nob hc 32.3 e Ze Uc r.i 
reason: That tig very largo nuubors 


A ^ EST H 4. ^ c 
cing constant r LNG se otherwise 
ufficiont roon iom in une 


"hon you say th made no selection afterwards 
for concentrati 


باتفآ لے 


on camps that rens after 1942? 


Not that I know of b 


H 


A 


with 1943 I was no lonse 
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and therefore 


enz H ^‏ ہی 


wasn't Just tno purposo oi 1 oracr 


sen the QLIIC 1 Wo ag > D. UO tac 


EIE‏ ہیں Amen‏ اور کا 
LIC you consi:‏ 


+ : 
ہمہ وم‎ tr 
VUL bin Li 


Dazu, 
اناد‎ 


accus: 
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Juno 20-RT-C^m-Paco 2 Lesser 


uho qualified tho dangercvs character of somob ly 
The Police Offices hal knom for sono time who these po2plo 
in most case iles concerning these people wore in the Police Offices, 
Q You did say yesterday your nissi your task, 
SIPO anc. SD consisted in c: inating the different branche 
doit you? 
Q Practically, how li L eoorcinato the 
That was difficult. “or one reason because the 
Service Organization and 
6316-72 
of these offices that 


their Jifficultios. If 


"a + 
LL tne 


witness tol us that he was inspector 
that his missin consist. in co both -rzanizzti.ns 
would bo intorostin^ to know 


both srranizati ns = 


ta Auydrich, who was the founder 


be tho General Staff andl that the 


troops, If roports 


ee 
—— 


2 Uffices these reports were at first nct very authoriative an tl 


the facet that in tho SD were n: trains? crinina 


not take any action 
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ll June=Com-GES-pagesl-Lesser 


së 


ial fields, for example 


ana State matters. 
But how could the SD members make renorts 
know whether this was carried out 


ı time one of the missions of the SD 


political attitude and behavior 


T3 


sent to Berlin concerning myse 


Did you receive tho 


of 


commandeered 
some of the nearby Gestapo 


concentration camps as interrogati 


carry out any mass executions in the concentration 


983 
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June-Com=-GES-pages2z-Lesser 


I cannot say anything about this because this was not true of my 


district. 


Do you know anything of Heyflrich's Secret Orders Noe 14 and 


I do not kno heme Perhaps if you would show them to 
I believe that you know that within the RSHA the 
documents were found in Kiev and this document 
been submitted by the Soviet Prosecution, USSR No. 14. Can you tell 
whether this order was issued in Amt 4? (Document shown to witness.) 
it has the file number 

And the First Consultant's Divisio nent 106 I believe you 

what the First @onsul 

I am sorry but 

"ill you please 
which shows to which derartments this order was to be sent Kinsatzrrunne 
Ia and Ib, Sonderkommando the Einsatzgruppe n D, etc uld you pl 


notice that this order 


that the Ge 


WEISGERBER; I should like to have the question discussed as t 
whether witness is considered competent to testify concernine this question 
because he neither held an office in RSHA n e ever a memb of an 
Einsatzgruppe nor s he a prisoner of war campe 

COLONEL NEAVE: hink att is already been called to the fact 


that Amt 4 is 


YTO 


DR. ER But witness mse h never bcen a member of Amt 4 
COLONEL NEAVE: I k wo will cont et crosseexamination, 


nv T FOIT ری‎ TOM OT 
DY COLONEL SMIRNOV: 


“ill you please look nt another document which was also 


2 1 : 


the same time, Einsatzbofohl 8, and turn to page 3. Mention is made here of 


— MÀ 


who was in charge of the “insatzkommandos in these different camns und 


—— 


on 
P dod 
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11 June-Com-GES-pago-S-Losso 


carried on the action between thome Do you know Kriminalrat Schiffer? 


Only by hearsave 


~ 


of the Gestapo wasn't he? 


m 7 "m L4 Uu 
ihe large number of members of the G stavo did not make 


know everyone personally. 


Did vou know Krim: 


ill you please turn your atten n to who received this 


others this order was sen! o the Chic the Security Volice and 


akau, 


that other ٤ 
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on pa; 


carrvinz any 1 the head of Sinsat 
v E: U 


and confer with th MiG: >Í Gostaro 


of 


5 


oa of d e 
و سا‎ LCLO 


Yv00a5 
wl Ki ال‎ 


IRN OV:‏ اد 


T e ہہ‎ 
Voc sn 


orea 


roria 


OSS une 


AEN 
ہبہ‎ 3 ot pary e 
nistry of 


Vi EL <” ps + مم ہوم‎ 3 45 
‘ere any Einsatzgrunp 


< ہو‎ CH ec D de nm 
Fronch vanpnirn of 
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0947-0059 


C4407 
JUSS OF و‎ 


4-4 کے ے 


S‏ نال یا ہق 


TOPO abkkie hm fa ہے ہے‎ 
oro S IO6C 
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4a liche Niccerschrift Cor Zcuzcnaussagen ucbor an; „to Orr rs des ROS 


cr von Internationalen liilitacrrorichtshof, c3 23 Maorz 19! +58 


raph lh, ernannten Korrission, N 
( 


onstagy Con ll. Juni 19h6 = 10.00 Uhr vornittacs. 


CL 5 tes Kat BER ch 


lireliartin 


ra ۔‎ ef Se ay 
Urs NisationsGes tapo 
I 


(Zoure Walter 4lbathe-G.stapo) 


Coloncl Noavos Zeugc, Sio Cuorfon sich setzcns ich crismore Si. 


Sic noch unter 


er ٤٤ 


سم M‏ سے 


o. کی‎ At 
Colonel Ne: 


cine 
Hoinz Joachim Graf, 


شر 


liarquardte 


Benerkun 
Protokolle rascher 


ir kein 


on doch, 


12 DL — ^^ مت‎ ah 
-slichstes tun, ui zu crreichen, 


lauert, 


asses Anrtchceri 


10 


- ca -— —D ol 
uc S5-Unifcern nit 
Sehultorn unc hat’ 
OË ral tc vn un hatte 
1 TRIS Dd A m4 4 1 QTY)? 
alice Uniformicrtc mit d SD-<Raute an 
Ines 


ror loinoswo; 3S8 


LA e za cb سس ہم‎ 1 34. 4. 
Lenstos, cor Staatspolizei, als 


او 
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Haier 


Fuer cinen Lussonstchondon war es sonit nicht mocglich zowoscn, zu untcr- 


ser mit Jor SDeRaute cin inrchoori Ger Go- 


Dio Aufgabe c Inspektcurs bestand, vio Sic gestern sa&sten, unter 
berwachuns dor nachzcorcnoton Gostopostollon, 


auch in der Ucbo 


cer Krininalpolizci und 


nsteSe 


hatten jedenfalls unter anderen 


keine ung: snahnen curchfuchr 


iil VO2ILl 


durch 
کی‎ A FE e PD D 
rheitsaauptar 


"rchfuchrten, 
ohne mich üaboi 


4 4 1 ena gg bk حم‎ 
nun cin Beamter 


"0 707 


er? el orhand „it 
ZUTILCOTNANGCLTC 


loi! 


Jowohle Es fahren b 


= 
Sind. Ihnen : 


TT. m. Au EC AL. BEER, e Eon 
Urtoilc Angohocrizor 
^ تی نے ہے کے وی ا‎ EE Do 7 
Stolltor Diconstsic ilen 


isshanólun:z von Gofancenon vcr- 


1936 dor Staatsbeanite \ersclben Dionststollc 
Jahren Zuchthaus verurteilt weren meiner Dicnststclle 
Koenicsberg wurde 1940 : Krininclsokrotacr Pust wegen Gefanscncn-iiss- 
lung ebenfalls zu ciner strafe vorurtcilt,. Im zleichen 

cin sozonanhtor Fric 


cn Dicnststelle wegen Un; 


horsam und Botrug zu cincr Freiheitsstrafe 


UL c. 


Colonel Neave: Ich denke, dass Disziplinarvor fahren 


75 
NI 


hior bosprochon, Statuts 


mucssen, ob 
nd in cor Organisation wegen Betrug enormen le, oder nicht, 
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scheint keineswogs von Belang in diesen Zusanuenhon 


Wenn ich richtig verstan 


unorhoblich soin, weil dic Faclle, Jic der Zou: 


roro5raph 6, Ziffer 1 der Bekanntmachun: fallen. 


T? 


Colonol Noavo: Ich schlazc vcr, dass Sior sagen wieso das dor Fall iste 


muss nir aber auch or 
ücr Gestapo=inschoerison von jchcr darauf geschen habon, 
Cass keine 1 
und wenn solche auszcfuchrt wurden, dann n | cen Nachweis fuchron kocnnen, 
‚2 deswegen bestraft wur!) 
1 


caves: Ich ‘tc, dass dics: osenennton verb actirkeiten 


te c 


1 ۸ , d 


orbrechcn unter irtikel 6 cos atuts b Shen messen, und nicht 


Schlussfolc;crun; a ell con Tatsachen, 
muss cs n-ch meiner Ansicht 


mis 1 Dages en tat 
skeit dor ة6‎ 


das Verhocr fort- 
ton TE 
chen bozichon, dan: 
unterbrechen, 
iss'crbor: Ist os richtic, c cine gewisse ..nzahl von Gos topo-un; 


1 my "^ e3 Li کش قت ہے‎ d mm E r D 1 a 
noericon, un ihre Vervondun: ausserhalb d 28t2D0 nachzcsucht haben ? 


Sic Gruonde fuor diose Gesuche anfuchrcn, insbosondero ist os richti 


Inaha VK "EN (Ces en dh eas A fo حم مم‎ 
eshalb ai Cr Gestapo austreten 


austreten, sonicrn nur versetzt vcr 
ickcit der Gohoimcn 


iing ۱ Eco : ` 
Staatspolizc ch wao sondern v persocnliche "vonschoe 
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wl UELL Dech, Maier H0947-0063 


fuer sie massgebend waren. Dem einen gefiel nicht die 
bei der Geheimen Staatspolizei, dem anderen der stark religioes cinge- 
stellt wor, gefiäl die Politik des Staatswesen der Kirche gegenucber neber- 
haupt nicht. Weitere willten nicht durch die ungeschulten Kracfte des Sicher- 
heLtsdicnstes "ls Fachbeartte beurtcilt werden, um dadurch in ihrer Bofoor- 
derung gehindert zu werden, Andere wieder erhofften eine bessere Bezcnlung 
in cincr anderen Dienststcllc, 

FE: iic wurden derartige Gesuche behandelt und entschic 

Da ich selbst nicht zustacndig war, ueber solche Gesuche zu anischei-‏ _یا 


den, gc ich sic an das RSHA weiter, von welchen 


gewordenen Faellen abgelehnt wurden, Wachrend des Krieges gab ich solche 


Gesuche ueberhaupt nicht mehr weiter, sondern eroeffnete mucndlich con 


Gesuchstellern die Zwoecklosikkoit. 


EF; Die Anklage wirft dor Gesta Ca sie habe von der Moeglichkcit der Ver- 


ncongung von Schutzhaft in starken ilasse Gebrauch gemacht, um ihre unge- 


chen Ziele durchzus 


1 


Schutzhaft durch cic Staabspolizei- 


liche liassnahine auf Grund cor Verordnung 


sot? 
ہاج‎ kal ٹا‎ U A ed 


von 28. Februar 1933. 


lieines Wissens c Haft auch in anderen curopacischcn Lacndern 


nicht unbekannt, Dio Staa vapor zcistellen waren nicht befugt, sclbststcan- 


1 


eu 


; Schutzhaft zu verhacngen, scndern dafuer war das Hcichssichorhcitsh upt- 


ze Dio Staatspolizcistellen konnten nur oi.c voruoborgchondo, 


^ 


vorlocufigo Fesinahae sclbstaondig taoti en. 


„Jic wurden derartige Schutzhaftverfahren ueberhaupt voron 


1 Val kal 


Staatspolizci aus cigener Initiative taetig, oder wurden 


durch anzeigen Dritter veranlasst ? 


In 


anzeigen, die ciner solchen Schutzhaft zu Grundo lagen, kamem 
lor Bovoelkerung, zum Teil aus Dienststellen dor Polizei, dor 
Staates, sowie auch vom Reichssicherheitsdiunst, 


I: Hatte die G.stapo einen cigenen Nachrichtendicnst ? 


A: Ich muss unterscheiden zwischen dem Nachrichtendicnst dos SD und dem Nach- 


وہہ 


richtendienst de ein taatspolizci. 


397 
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ll,Juni- IP- 5 Mie: — 


Dio Gcheino Staatspolizei hatte auf den verschiedenen -rbcitsgcbicten soge- 
nannte Vertrauensleute, Demgegenucber hatte der Sicherhcitsdicnst oin weit 
in dic Bevoelkcrung hinein ausgedchntes Netz von /ortrauenslouton, Insbo- 
sondere auch unter don .ngehccrigen der verschiedensten صمح مطہ2‎ 

zuf allen Lobcnsgobicton oblag. 


ihnen Cie Bericht rstzttungz 


ks 


F: ./urden Schutzhaftverfahren ohne Vorlicgen besonderer Grucnde gegen Juden 
(=) evo 


angestcllt, wobei zu untorsenoidcn ist, erstens fuor dio Zeit von 1933 bis 


1941, und zwoitcns fucr dio Zeit nach 1941? 
Is idtto 1941 wurden Schutzhaftverfahren gegen Juden nicht ohne Crund 
4s wubden nur Schutzhaftbefchle ausgestclit, wenn dicse Juden 
sio erl 1 Bestimmungen uebertreten hatten, 
191,1 wurden Schutzhaftbefchle تع‎ o Juden 
RSHA in der Gesamtheit oriasson. 
|. Ist Ihnen und den Ihnen unterstellten Dienststellen jemals oin Befehl 
ocer cin „rlass dos RSHA, odor des Amtes IV zugogangoan, der dio Vurni cht ung 
der Juden zum Inhclt natte ? 
Nein, 


208:70 im schutzverfohren dic liocgliehkcit cinor 
Forn 
dor Dicnst—-..ufsichtsbeschwerde, 
1٥279: Wucrden Sic bitte das lort '.ionst-.ufsichtsb 
ےی‎ e, یھو‎ s A سی ہے بے تی‎ pe " Manner Most TAI سس بح با مویہ‎ ZO 4X aw 
uzos, Dio Dicnst-..ufsichtsbeschwerde war koin Rechtsmittel, das mit dem der 
Gerichte vergleichbar wacre, Sic war an keine Frist und an keins bcsond.rc 


woitcrgescben worden, 


dic in der Beschwerde bez 


Hatten derartige Dienst—/ufsichtshescimerden 
ag Jawohl, man muss da droi Facile untorscheiden, lar die betreffende Pers 
nur vorlaeufig fostgenomien war die ‚werde an cen Dicnstsiellenilciter 
crichtet, so konnte dieser darueber ent 3 habe sclbst verschicdent- 
lich uf Grund solcher Beschwerden die Freilassung von Personen ar geordnet, 


insbesondere die Anschuldigung nicht bewiesen war. 
29 
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zweite Fall betrifft diejenigen Vorgacnge, in denen dic 
Gcr 


ichtet waren und Cio Porsonon 


aS 


In diesem Fall cntschiod c 


In dritten Fall, wo vom RSHA 


apanr 
D Ui 


on das RSHA weiterges< 


icll>icht 


ch das Haftprucfun;; 
cinan las 


EI 
ooo 


waren die Dienst 


ustel 
orucfon, ob 


en 
die „ndauer der Haft noch 1 
Personen sich in Konzentrations].: 

dos I 


Bar 


gern b 
Konz 


2, 
[D 


entrationsla 


T 
+5 
i1 


mit diesem Fuchrungsbericht wurde 
ob dic Haft fortdaucrn 


rn sollte, 


7 


geschah aus Gesic 


dë e Led un PES 
1 ,Spunizu ny den Dio 
Ich mocchte gerne einc 


c+ 


Fraz 


2 T 
vem in ganz U 
& 


RT 


Deutsenlend uobl 
ol,Ncavc 


Gut, ..hron Sic fort, 


E % me mem TE) . D wer Mw 
wachrena der lotzton Kricszc wurden von 
'ogearaoukt 


sons 
„eissgerber: 


S 


pa cter 
In der 


Dokument P35-2108, 


koennen olo dazu 
ich habe erst waehrend meiner 
Dies 


e Bestimmun; 


۰ 


Haftzoit von dieser 
Vorzoih 


11 


zum Schubzha fiver 


ist 0730388 ‘Le 


La 


( Proxis 
le^ 4 mt ure 

ig, darf ich on etwas 
Verpflichtung S 


baatspolizci 


amilicnangohoori 


hinz 


stelle, 6> 


een des Verhafteten 


ou 


Dolls was RSHA h t EUCH 


Sver fah ren 
verpfli 
nobwendi 2 


näen, wurde 


uchruns 


e 
Vi 


DI 


H0947-0065 


ا 


schworden an das 
ch 


تبث 


nur vorucbergglicn 


festgenommen wur- 


n Schutzhaft 


angeordnet war, wurde dic 


T PA T e - nl 
Faollo ouf Grund solch: 
cicsem Zus: 


“nario ihe ng darf ich 
boi der Schutzhaft orwHhnen, Neach 


chtet, vicrteljachriich nach 


Zu- 
g war, dio botroffondon 


do NUS RETRO Enn 
von Lagerkonnandanten 
"emma nern آم مم‎ ast ہے‎ armo 
882 نات‎ 85 en felt Hh ML We pe IS ammo 

: 
erichi Dicses 


awk سے‎ bs xl 
ent sehic. 


dea 


> ch d 
Core. 
nststs llon an 


1 a d ہو‎ 
Si La klen م‎ 


ut se! 


à 


DATA 
انا یم‎ LACH 


is VI, 


TOU: 


SHA dic He Vru? 


“rra 
یں‎ er 

: 
ganz untorls 


^6" 
ہےہ 


Februsr 


35 heisst 


wrotionsiager. 


۳ 
wiie 


LUCE 


e ^n a Ze we ay 
eres ch uo Z! heft vere 
insoforn Sorge 


Zu 
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werden musstcn. 


trogon, ler NSV namhaft 


cin Ir suha vender be stelit 


blicbe Dios 


Tr 
jicavos o 


Sind dom Dokument fcortig ? 


Jawohl. 


5 


^e 
نے‎ © 


Voissgerb 


e L 1 banat? =‏ ھ 
Gostopostellen tactig gewcesen.‏ 


C 56 


n bei mehreren 


47 
ih aM 


i 


diescr Gostopo-Bercicho cin Konzentrationslag 


nicht irgendwelche Ihror Beanten oder 


! * ne Ze icone ` re 
trationslager in irgend cii scndet 


GEN 


Ihren Schutz: 


jerhacltnisse in uio sic von 


^Y 
"c tior asl ii wis 


aw 


Irr y aie 
n mussten, 


MeLacn mus 
el und D, | est har 1 
dort befragt haben. 


nt 
Abo 016 


lassung crhaiten h n 


Int 


In uebrigen machten dio Haci sowcit mir mo 


herunvergexonmencn Bindru ex, dass dic Bc 


Kocincoa 


1 ^l گر ہا‎ e f^ سر‎ y 
hacttcn schlicsson mucssc: 


Ist Ihnen dcr Kugel-ürlass belronnt 
Q> 


Weracn, 


mton daraus 


H0947-0066 


DI 


Falls der Verhaf- 


CLS 


damit 


RSH. in ärlasscn angeordnct. 


nom Konzcn= 


p. f at on d 
iatcrefcren vcn LU 


1 


ihr 1 j : sich 


uch sicher, 


me 


Dic Hac 


berichtcten, au: 


en 


Aus 
KOL 


auf Gra Sar en 
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D 


Jawohl, ĉam Inhalt nach, Ob ich ihn sılbst gelesen habe, 


ht genau sagen, aber ich habe davon irgendwie Kenntn 


Wie wurde dieser Kugelerlass in Ihren Dienstber 


ens, nit nicht viel Erfolg, denn sonst hätten 
zie Kripo- oder Staatspolizeidienststellen Bericht darüber 
vorle,:en rissen, was aber nicht geschah 


Co ا ا‎ e 


sse Ihnen diesen Erlass vorlegi 


VORSITZENI 
Dr. WEISSGERBER: 
festzustellen, ob er 


bekomen hat, Sie 


EE‏ جو کے سے 
relon NLEDALS‏ 


nätte, hä 


Wie erklZr 


مب ہس Ca‏ 


Das RSHA 


zu wählen, als 


über dieses Wort "KXurel-irl: 


V win ASSOLE 


ist dies Dokunent 
sagen Sie, 


Yokunent N auf Seite 6 st 2ieser Erlass enthaltene 


£s Ct. . a n EI = 
ro d 3 f ۷ 1 c ^ WI - es ^ , ہے ہے‎ rt ev ہر کہ‎ ^^ ya 
21Tte 8 Y o Sl ! Lesen ETLEss KUTZ CA sagen 91e, OD t 


Ihnen 
As 9 st nir dem Inhalt nach bekannt geworden und Zw 


LINN 


ich ihn durch das Radio gehö u haben, Ich glaube nicht 


DI 


00 


H0947-0067 
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lie Dienststellen der G 


A 
G 


en habe. 


F: Wie wurde dieser 


durchreführt? 


Er w ir nicht durchr: 


urde ga 


dis 
ho 


bei uns nicht gefangen genomen ha 


(corn 
Cae 


macht auch nicht üb: eben wurden, 


^ 


"(00 


٦ ہے ہے ہم‎ Rea 
e M x ^ 


len héufiz der 


sei nit 


Fall Ce 


3 
Lor 


wurf erho 
sehr 


Polizeiführern ebenfalls 


Anata 18 C cenüber, 


uoSgua 


Sind jen^ls 


T 
A e 


Beschwerden darüber vorgel 


* E 329.4 


Kritik 


roun zu -eben, 


en 


sserun; 


dar‏ ہم 
x‏ 


; 
sufnerskan 


sind wur. 


? 


son Sie nich zu: 


"ne wec ler 


a 
VT: 


ekund „eis S 


VA‏ ےہر 


b 


freiwillige war noch 


eine verbrecher 


fonneray 


f^ 
44. $9 LX 


ONT 
te MONNE 


MR 


glaube, dass 


von den Zeugen, 


anten 
Vorwurf gemacht wurde, 


ihnen nich 


ben von Gauleitern, Kreisleitern,von 


O4. 


OU’ 


Aieser Forn 


teurbereich 


in Ihren Inspe! 


weil wir 


solche uns von der Wehr- 


b > 


en und 


t^po von Folizei- 


ہم مہ ہے 
Suny‏ 


Ge 


zu büro- 


sie 


c 


los? 


CERES ES s PEU unu ce 13 
west! awar wurce alescer 


0S 


len Höneren SS- 


such von 


p لے‎ 
1 
J. 


eng cbe ہےر‎ a ۸ D ke m 
wen und Anrczestollteon 


e 
لا یت‎ 


= اش‎ | E سے می‎ 
v MD M2 Cl LA 
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11.Juni-MK- 5-Roeder H0947-0069 


VORSITZENDER: Herr Dr.Weisgerber, euce kann nicht beur- 


"teilen, ob die Tätigkeit verbrecherisch war, 

DR, WEISGERBER: Ich habe lie Frage auch nur auf die Dienst- 
stellen beschränkt, die i srs waren, 

VORSITZENDER: Möchte itte die Frage wiederholen, 

DR. WEISGERBER : Wenn ich zusamenfnssend sagen Will, wollen Sie 
bekunien, dass weder die Zugehö 727116 Gestapo in allgeneinon 


A - 


eine freiwillige war = - — 


VORSITZENDER: Dies ist eine Frnge. 


ntlichen Frii- 


a 


GOTT ^ [e 
DR. WEISGERBER: oie 
unterstellt 


stnpo keine verbr 


MR. MONNERAY : 


viellei 


m 
ns 


nil Ki 


verbre 


2 
DGE Kc AAL 


VORSITZENDER: Es wäre ine g | Ze cine Paus& von 10 Minut 


ntreten zu 


VT 


MURRAY: Wie ich verstehe war eg 


Befehle der RSHA in 
903 
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11.Juni-MK-4-Roeder 
Spektor waren ausgeführt wurden. Stinnt das? 


F: Es war dann auch eine Ihrer Pflichten dafür zu sorgen, 


® H 7 H 7 ٦ : 
dass die Gestapo in Ihren Bezirk die Untersuchungen der Kriegs 


fangenen ausführten, um festzusiellen, welche Gefangenen ras 


oder politisch nicht einwandfrei unà hinzurichten waren, nicht wahr 
A: In meinen Dienstbereich bestanden keine solchen Arboitsrobie- 
soweit ich weiss. Pies war nur in Éricrscof: cenenlacern in Osten 
des Reiches der Fall. 
F: In Ihren Dienstberetch ware: 
Jawohl. 
Der Befehl 


Kriersrefanrenenlaser? 


A 


As Diesen Be! habe ich nicht bekonnen, auch nicht 


br2uchen, Ich habe 16337 


die ^ Cen 


Befehl in Königsberg, nach 


Was er dann auszuführen hatte lavon bekari Kenntnis. Die 


war in Som: 
Fs Sic wiss 
17eJuli 1941 unà an alle Ge bapo=Hauptqua 


war? 


7 
© 


As Ich kann nur das sagen, was ich ebe erwähnte, nänlich nehre 
Einzelheiten über diese Aufgaben sind ıicht bekannt, 
Fs Das war aber doch ein wichtirer Befehl? 

4$ Jawohl, 


Te 


F: Und Sie als Inspekteur wussten doch von allen wichtigen Be- 
fehlen? 


å: Ich war in Königsberg nicht Inspekteur sondern Gestapo=-Leite 
und wie ich nach Düsseldorf kam lag ein solcher Befehl nicht vor. 
T 


D CQ. : -p 
F: Wo waren ie in November 1938? 
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11 e Juni-MK-5=-Rocder ساس دب مد‎ 
F: Sie waren Gestnpochef in Koblenz? 
Ich war Vertreter des Leiters der Gestapo. 
heute morgen sagten dne vor Gen Jahre 1941 keine 


genornen worden, es sei denn, aus guten Gründen, 


Jahre 1941 Juden ohne bestiunte 
Gründe verhaftet wurden? Ist 
A: Es war ein Befehl von RSHA vorhand 
zu einer bestinnten Kategorie 
sollen unc zu einen 
og richtig, Crss “ie in Noverber 1938 zurzeit des Juden 
pocrons in Koblenz ware 
Nein. Ich habe on 2.Nctonber esheiratet und war in Urlaub. 


L4‏ ب 


Jeaenfa 


ile bekar, 


Befahil nich 
wissen aber, 


50 O00 Jude 


Nennen Sie 
guten Grund fiir Verhaftungen 
As Darüber kann ich nichts sacer Nach Ablauf neines Urlaubs 
kan ich als "ienststollen leiter im Novenber 1938 nach Elbing und 
dort lagen keine Jucenverhaftuncen vor. 
P: In Ihren Diens stbereich befanden sich doch Konzentration 
lager? 
Nein. 
In Ihrem ganzen Bezirk war kein 8ت‎ Konzentrationslage: 
Nein, im Wehrkreis VI nicht. 


Fs- Nach Ihrer Stellung in der SD, der Kripo und der Gestapo 


zu urteilen, waren doch die Tätirkeiten de insetzgruppen in Cen 


besetzten Ostgebieten be Ge 
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H0947-0072 


11.,Juni-MX-6-Roeder 
A: Keineswegs, denn ich hatte nit den Einsatzgruppen keine 
weitere Verbindung gehabt, als dass Beante von meiner Dienststell 
dorthin abgeoränet waren. 
F: Sie wussten also, dass diese Einsatzgruppen bestanden? 
Jawohl. 
Wann haben Sie zuerst davon Kenntnis erhalten? Ungefähr 
nicht wahr? 
Als ich von Königstc egging, wusste ich, dass Einsatz— 


gruppen bestanden, unà in Visseldorf waren such Beante zu Ein- 


atzgruppen abgeordrei 


: Sie wussten aist. dûz: 4 1941 diese Tinsatzgruppen be- 


standen? 

As Jawohl. 

F: Und alle ren Pers nen in de stapo wussten doch von 
d 

Die Mehrzahl 
Und Sie sind ot: a sestapo geblieben und haben 

keinen Einwand ¢ 

a: Ich hatte keine Móriic^keit aus de: estapo auszuscheiden 
und wusste auss erden nich, welche T-&ätickeit die Einsntzgrupper 
verrichteten, 

MAYOR MURRAY: Danke, ioa 

MR.MONNERZY: Ich habe ein pa: ragen über die Konzentrrtions- 
lager in Wehrkreis VI. Weren Sie 1940 in Düsseldorf? 

is Jawohl. 

P: Und Sie waren Inspekteur des SD und der Sichcrheitspoli 

Düsseldorf? 

As Jawohl, 

F: Sie behaupten, dass in Ihren Gebiet keine Fremdarbeiterlasrer 
keine Intemierungslager gab? 

A: Frendar-beiterlaser sind nir insofern bekannt, cass 

S bein höheren SS- und Polizeiführer ein Verbindungsnann war, 
der den Einsatz von Konzentrationslager-Hüftlingen bei Industrie— 


firnen sicherstellte, 906 
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11.Juni-MK-7-Roedcer H0947-0073 
Hatten Sie Arbeitslager in Ihren Bezirk? 
Ja, zwei Stück, 
Wissen Sie woher die Insassen dieser Arbeitslager stannten? 
die von den Stantspolizei~ oder Kripo- 
aen warcn und suf zwei Jahre in das Arbeitslager 
eingewiesen worden waren, 
F; Waren auch Konzentrationslager-Insassen i lie Arbeits 


Ihres Dezirkes überwiesen worden ? 


sich doch bewusst, dass Sie unter Eid aussagen? 
awohl. In den Arbeitserziehunsslager Essen-Mülhein befan- 
den sich meines Wissens keine Konzentrationslager-HÄftlinge,. Uber 
diese “ngelegenheit müsste meines Wissens die Stantspolizeistelle 
nBhereAuskunft geben können, der die Ärbeitserziehun:slarer direk 
unterstanden, 
F: Entsinnen Sie si ss Sie un Berichte gebeten haben bei 
Ihren verschiedenen Gestapo-Dienststellen über čie 
nahnen, die ergriffen werden lien bei ärbeitslarerinsassen die 
aus den verschiede ti ¢ 3 ZeBe Puchenwald 
kanen? 
Sind keine Konzentrotionslager-Hiftlinge in 
die Arbeitserziehuneslarer hineingekonnen, 


Entsinnen "ie sich i las Arbeitslager Essen-iSchwarzenpoth 


Dieses ist mir unbekannt, 

Darf ich Ihnen einen Brief zeigen, der von der Gestapo in 
Düsseldorf am 13.Juli 1944 an den Inspekteur des SD und der Sipo 
in Düsseldorf geschickt worden ist. Sie sind doch der Inspekteur 
gewesen? 

à: Jawohl., 


F: Und in diesem Brief heisst es 


Ki 


" Auftrassgenäss wurde die Überprüfung Ger in hiesigen Bereich 


ri, 


befindlichen Arbeitslager der K.L.'s und zwar an Montag, denlo.7. 


von Leiter der “ussendienststelle Essen, Kriminalrat MOHLES, una 
907 
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H0947-0074 
11.Juni-MK-8-Roeder 
am Dienstag, den 11.7, von Krininzlkonnissar BAUMANN, jeweils سوج‎ 
meinsan nit Oberstleutnant d.Sch. MARTIN, vorgenommen, 


ef 


Das Arbeitslager, Kommando Essen, Schwarze Poth 15, ist ein Häft- 


lingslarer des K.L. “uchenwald, belegt mit 150 Häftlingen, di 


sich aus 90 Russen, 40 Polen, einigen Franzosen, Hollindern ‚Bel- 
giern, Dänen, Luxenburgern und 3 Deutschen zusanmensetzten. Die 
Häftlinge werden nit der Bergung von Baustoffen, Herstellung von 
Bausteinen usw. beschäftigt." Entsimnen Sie sich jetzt an diesen 
Brief? 

Jawohl., 

Sagen Sie inner die Wahrheit, genau wie eben, während Sie 

tid sind? 

A: Ja, ich habe die Unwahrheit nicht gesagt, sondern ich bot 
nur gesagt, dass in meinen Bereich keine Konzentrationsla 
standen., Es waren Arbeitslager, die von den Höheren SS- und 
führern geführt wurden, Dieses Schreiben hat folecnden Hinte 

F: Ich will den Hintergrund iesen Briefes nicht wissen, 
te nur die Glaubwürdizkeit Ihrer kus sage nachprüfen. Sie wusst 
doch, was in den Konzentrationslagern vor sich ging? 

A: Nein, das habe ich erstin den Unfong erfahren in den 


den wir hier in Gebäude gesehen haben, 


Uc 


F: Sie haben uns gesagt, dass die Gestapo nichts nit der 


waltung von Konzentrationslagern zu tun hatte, nicht wahr? 

As Jawohl, 

P: Aber Ihre Dienststelle wusste, dass, wenn sie Leute vorhaf- 
tete, dass diese Leute in die Konzentrationslarer gebracht werden 
sollten? 

As Jawohl, wenn ein Befehl von RSHA dazu gegeben wurde, 

F: Hatte die Gestnpo unter Ihrer Befehlsgewalt die Verwal tung 
von Arbeitslagern, 

A: Jawohl, von Arbeitserziehunsslagern, 

F: Und auf wie lange Zeit konnten Leute in diese Arbeitsorzio - 
huncslager gesteckt werden? 

war Vorschrift, dass sie 56 Tage einsassen wegen Arbeits- 


bunnelei, 908 
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H0947-0075 
, 


wurden sie entlassen, es si lenn, dass das RSE 


rere’ 


über Einzelne Konzentrationslngerhaft anorc 


Haben Sie nicht vom RSKA einen Befe 


‘ert waren, clle Insassen, die in 


* A 


in die Konzentrationslaser zu überfül 


"ern trar 


"n am 
we Vdd 


٦ tun di 
gi ene e aa. fe - 
e bech Kl ctun QULESES 


auch scho 942 gewesen scin? Würden 
wenn ich 1 den Befe eige? 
Jag kann ich nicht 
Ind wielanze waren Ihre +rvdei 
Bis zum Ende? 


o A‏ ضلہ 
"T is gun‏ 
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6 
DIRCE M, MONNETAY: 


Der Pefehl der Ihnen gegeben wurde eine Auszahl unter den Insassen dieser 


hrociltserziohun:slacger zu treffen, galt also auch bis Ari sende, 
"enn ich richtig die Frage verstehe, ob nunmehr keine mehr aus den år- 
beitserziehungsiazern mehr entlassen werden sollten bis zum Kriegsende? 

FS Ja, 

4* Das war nicht der Fall, aus dem Grund schon, weil staendig bei der zrosse 
Anzahl der Arbeitsbummelanten die Notwendigkeit eines Lagers es mit sich brachte, 
dass Leute entlassen werden mussten, weil sonst kein Flatz mehr da ware 

F? Wollen Sie sagen, dass Sie ep ter keine Auswahl in den Arbeitserzichungs 
lagern mehr getroffen haben nach 1942 fuer Konzentrationslager? 

A Aus den Arbeitserzichungslagerr, nicht dass ich wuesste, Ich habe ja 
aller^inzs ab 1943 keine Staatspolizeistelle mehr gehabt, sondern war Inspektor 

ueber Einzelheiten nicht mehr so informiert, 
es uicht gerade der Sinn dieses Pefehls von 1912 ab, in den Erziehung 


laecern auszuwaehlen fuer die Konzentrationslazer um der deutschen Kriersincustri 


LIV 


^ 


so viel Arbo kraefte wie moeglich zuzufuechrene 
‚eines Wissens war cas damals cine einmalize sktion, um die Konzontra- 
^ionslaezer aufzufuellen und ich zlaube nicht, dass es sich spaeter wiederholt 


Fe Entsinnen Sie sich an einen des Reichssicherhsitshauptantes, dass 
keine rechtsmaossiren Verfahren mehr ‚en Juden, Polen Zigeuner usw, avgehhlten 
werden sollen? 


As da 0010 hle 


Fs Detrachten Sie diesen Defehl als einen Rechtsbefehl im Rahmen des Deute 


schen 1610 7 


As Jawohl, jenn der Justizminister hat sich dem Chef der Sicherheitsvolizei 


und (em SD gegenueber bereit erklaert, dass diese Verfahren, die sonst vor dem 


3 


Gericht et: stfanien, nunmehr von der Polizei wahrzenomen wurden, 


F$ Und wie wurden diese Verfahren bei den Polizeibehocrden abzehalten? 


&* Wenn die Voraussetzung des betreffenden Erlasses erfuellt war, wurde 


UG 
das Reichssicherheitshauptamt benachrichtigt, das dann die betreffende Entschei- 


dung ueber den Fall abgabe 


7: Und Ihre Dienststelle hat keinen Entscheid selbst gefaellt? 
910 
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ll. Juni-EF-2, “rander. 


8 Meines Wissens nicht, Ich glaube, ich weiss = doch, zum Schluss des 
Kriezes waren sie befurt, bezueglich der Ostarbeiter und ich glaube der Yolen 
selbst Ei:;scheilunzen zu faellen 

#3 Und was war tatsmechlich der Entschei? 

A: Dio Tetreffenten konnten zur Sonderbehan "lunz gebracht werden, dehe 
sie wurden beim Vorlieren der betreffenden Bedinrunzen erhaenet oder sie wur- 
den in das Konzentrationslacer ueberstellt. Soweit -1aube ich mich des Ere 
lasses zu entsinnen. 

de vorher cin Prozessverfahren durchkefuehrt ? 


ai Ja, es musste zumaechst der Des algte eingehend verhoert worden 
sein, dann mussten seine Zeuzen, die angad, gehoert worden sein und dann 
mussten alle sonstigen Voraussetzungen kriminsller Art gegeben sein, sodass 
der “etreffende aus ueberfuehrt selten konnte, 
FS Haben Thre Untersuchuncen die persoenlichen Motive des anzeklagten 
in Tetracht gezogen? 
As len weiss nicht, wes ich hier unter persoenliche Motive verstehen 7۶ 
Fs 0% er eine persosnliche kriminelle Absicht hatte ZeBe oder o» mildernde 


1 


Unsta2ende vorla:en? 

As Jawohl, das musste beruecksichtict werden. 

Fs Um Ihnen zu zeigen, wie weit Ihre Aussace zutrifft, moechte ich Ihnen 

em Dokument L 316, USA 3146 vorlesen: 

"ei der Aburteilung einer Straftat cines Polen werden daher in Prinzip 
immer noch dieselben Gesichtspunkte angewandt, die fuer die Aburteiluns eines 
Deutschen masscebend sind, dhe der Richter ceht von der Person ss Taeters aus 
und versucht fuer lic Tat unter weitrchendster "ahrunc dor perssenlichen Motive 
des Taeters eine Suchne zu finden, tie den Interessen der Volks:;emoinschaft re- 

echt wirde Dio Erwaegun-en, die fuor die Aburtsiluns ciner Straftat eines Deut- 
schen richtig sein moezon, sin! fuer die Äburteilunz einer Straftat cines fremd. 
voelkischen oder fromdrassicen Elements falsch. Tei Straftaten eines frema en 
Volkszugehoeriren, haben die persoenlichen Motivo des Tacters vollkommen 2uszu- 
schalten. Der einzize Stanitpunkt darf nur sein, cass seine Tat die deutsche 
Volksor^nung gefaehrdete und dass daher vorbe gende Massnahmen getroffen werten 


muessen, die weitere 4usfuehruncen verhindern." 


eses Dokunent ansehen? 
FLL 
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H0947-0078 
(Dem Zeucen wird das Dokument auszehaendi-t) 


A: Der Erlass ist mir bekannt. Ich habe folcon?es dazu zu erklaeren, 
dass in der Praxis lie Ausfuchrunz nicht so moeglich war, wie 
schen iste Ich darf ein “eispicl dafuer anfuehren. 

Fs Ich zlaube es ist nicht noctig. Sie haben uns zesart, 
gawissen Datum an es nicht noctic war fuer die Verhaftung von Juden einen 


fehl des Reichssicherheitshauptamtes gehabt zu haben, 


At Jawohl, os war kein Eimelbefehl, sondern es kam im Jahre 1941 ein 
Sammelbefehl, dass die Juden der und ler Altersklassen festzunehmen und auf 
Transporte zu nehmen scien. 

F: Koennen Sie mir sagen, fuer welche andere Gruppen von Juden dasselbe 
zutraf, ass sie ohne Einzelbefehl des Reichssicherheitshauptantes verhaftet 
werden konnten? 


3د 


As Fuer cie Juden, lie in dem Erlass genannt worden waren oueeeeeeresrsg 


Ausser diesen Juden gab es anlere Gruppen, ^ie ohne “inzelbefehl ver- 
haftet werden konnten? 
As Jawohl, os gab einen Sammelbefehl 19l1, dass die Juden mit Ausnahme 
einirer bestirmten Gruppen, dazu gehoerten die Yischehen, das waren jene; 
tie mit Juden verheiratet waren coeccesecece 
F: Ich verlasse dic Frare der Juden, Ich moechte wissen, ob es 
andere Gruppen gab ausser 


As Javohl, Ts pab einen Sammelbefehl, in welchem Jahr kann ich nicht genav 


saven, ich claube es war 1943 oder 19,4, das kommunistische Funktionaerce, so- 
c 3 3 3 


ziallenokratische Funktionaere un? sonstige bekannte staatsfeiniliche Elemente, 


bedeuten konnten, zunaechst festzenommen werden konnten. 
ann konnten die Polizcistellon jeden verhaften, den sie als 
lich fuer den Staat ansahen? 
dieser Gruppen, die ich eben nannte, fielen, 


uni soweit sio als staatsfeinclich, zefaehrlich angesehen werden mussten, 


LA ki VM US 


Fs Wer hat den zu beurteilen gehgbt, wer gefaehrlich oder nicht cefaehr 
As Die betreffenden Personen waren in den Polizeidienststellen schon seit 


Laencerer Zeit bekannt und hatten auch meistens Personalakte in den Dienste 
912 
^4 





ll. Juni-Zr-l, "rander, H0947-0079 


Sie sarten gestern, dass Ihre Aufzabe als Insnektuur der Sicherheitspoli- 
zei und des SD darin bestand, die verschiedenen Abteiluncen dieser Orzanisatione 
Zu koor?inieren? 

Jawohl,‏ ؟ 
F: Wie haben Sie praktisch dieses durchgefuehrt?‏ 
Das war schwierige Einmal, weil “ie Gestapo cine Seamtengruppe war und‏ 4.3 
war eine ParteLorzanisation. Wenn Schwierigkeiten in der Zusammenarbeit‏ 
in einer Dienststelle auftraten, dann hatte ich die Anweisung gegeben, dass‏ 
ter der SD-Dienststelle oder der ler Staatspolizei sich vorher mitoinande:‏ 
besprechen und die Unebenheiten aus der Welt zu schaffen suchen, Wenn ĉas nicht‏ 
moeglich : ir, sollten sie sich an mich wenden un? nicht -leich an das Reichssi-‏ 
cherheitshzuptent berichten, denn sonst kaemen immer wieder lueckfrazen und‏ 


ter “indruck, als wenn sie gegeneinander und nicht zusammen : 


Koennen Sie uns saz wie Sipo und SD zusammen haetten arbeiten sollen? 
ir. Monneray, was meinen Sie "haetten sollen"? 
Gemaess des allgemeinen Planes jes Reichssicherheitshauvtamtes. 


A 


Ist cieses in direkten Verhoeren ervachnt worden? Ich meine die 


Der Zeuge hat uns ":sag d er Inspektor von Sipo und 
SD war, und dass seine aufgabe darin bestand, diese beiden Orzanisationen zu 
fuer uns deshalb interessant zu wissen, ceinaess wel- 
chen Linien er “as zetan hat. 
NEAVE: Sehr cute 


AMANITA 
1 N N 
NONNSTUTY SE 


As Nach dem Willen von Heydrich, der den SD gebildet hat, sollte 
er sich einmal aus, ¬ der Generalstab sein, un! Jie Staatspolizei 


iie Kaempfende Truppe darstellen, Wenn jetzt anzeiren von dem SD an die 


Staatspolizei at eeben wurden, so waren 


H 


jese Anzeigen oft haltlos, was aber 


a 


durch die Tatsache erklaert worden konnte, dass boi ihnen keine Xriminalbeanten 


zur Pruefung vorhanden waren, Und wenn dann deshalb auf Grund solcher anzeigen 


Staatspolizei nichts unternehmen konnte, so war der SD oft ungehalten darue- 


eamten zu buerokratisch waren, waehrend auf der and 


913 
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H0947-0080 
ll. Juni-EF-5, "ranler, 


ren Seite die Cestapobeamto unzehalten waren, dass sie von Sicherheitsdienst 
oft in ihrer Arbeit becutachtet wurden von Kraeften, ‘ie keine geschulten 
Fachkraefto darstellten., Es gab aber auch Dienststellen n, wo ^ie Zusammenar- 
beit durchaus erfreulich war, 

Fs “aren irzen’welche Mitglieder ^os SD zu cleicher Zeit: iitclieder der 
Gestapo? 


4° Der Ausdruck ist nicht richtig gewachlt, iit-lieder r waren sie nicht, 


Es waren einige abreorónet zur Gestapo zur Dienstleistun- و‎ und zwar auf dem 


Kirchenrebiet un? in Stantsancele-en 


1 


aber wie konnte der SD Rerichte ueber ^ie allremeine Haltunc ihrer Neam- 
ten von sich reben? 
As Ob das b S feschehe ug weiss ich nicht. Aber eine ganze 
Zeit lang hatte er es sich zur aufgabe gemacht, die Peamten ler Sta-tspolizei 
politisch zu berutacht: Ny um das dann nach “erlin zu be Ichten, Ich weiss, 
dass ueber mich un? meine ?eamten staenlig berichtet worden ist. 


~ 


Perichte des SD erhalten? 


Nicht ueber persoenliche ^ncelegenhei!en, sondern us er allzemeine in- 
gelezenheiten? 

: Allgemeine Berichte ? Der Sicherheitsdienst uebersandte 
zahl der Faclle seine Tericht te, die er auch an das Reichssic herhe 
sandte, aber es lar in den "elieben les Stellenleiters mir nicht 
Senden, Er konnte auch direkt noch Derlin berichten 1 ich habe of ‘ie Er- 
fahrung c gemacht, dass ich “erichte ni ht erhalten habe. Das tra aber auch 
lie anderen Yienststellen, 

Fi Wissen Sie, ob dieselbe Zusammenarhei lie auf Ihrer Let vollzogen 

werden sollte, sich auch in -erlin abspielte zwischen 


ذ٤‎ Darueber bin ich wenis informiert, 


DURCH COL, SMIRNOV: 

7: loh will zwei kurze Fragen an den Zeugen richten. 

"enn ich Sie richtig verstan?en ha be, so hatte iie Gestapo ueberhaupt keine 
Peziehung und nichts cemeinsam mit jene n Missetaten, die man in den Konzcntra- 


tionslagern veruchte? 911, 





HIN 


۲1 


dle Juni-EF-6, ` ranter 

Nein, 

Ist as bestim:t? 

“as ergibt sich schon laraus, dass keine Meamten und áncestollten von der 
Staatspolizei in “en Konzentrationslasern abgeorinet Waren, 
Ich weiss zwar, dass von Aen in der Nache liegenden Gest2no"ienststellen ein 


Ermittlumsbeamte abgeordnet wurden in das Konz: ntraetionslager, aber 


sonst waren keine "samten ^or S aatspolizei dorthin -okommen, 


A: Darueber kann ich nichts S2zene In meinem Cebist ist “ies nicht der Fall 
gevesons 
$ Sind Sie ueber dio geheimen Tiefehle N i 8 von Heydrich unterrichtet? 


A3 Ich moechte bitten, mir die 


F: Ich glaube, dass Sie sich daran orinnern; 


Sicherheitshauptamt als Amt l| bezeichnete? 
As Jawo hl; 
ist ein Dokument, das die Sowjetanklage schon vorrele>% hat. Die- 
iente wurden in Kiev aufczefun?en, Diese ` efchle saren, dass man Massen- 
durchfuchren und zu Jiesem Zweck Sp erkommando rmenstolle. 
Dokument USSR lh, 
uns nicht sa 
Jawohl, es trae: 


lass Sie sich er- 


enau kenne ich die Gliederunr does Reich: ichsrheitshaupt- 

nicht mehr, 

Dann bitte ich den Zeu; en, cass e ich der letzten Seite zu vendet, und 
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